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Mr. William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Stop Code ~ 1170
Washington, D.C. 20554

Via Telecopier

Re: MM Docket No. 87·268

Dear Mr. Caton:

Transmitted herewith on behalf of The Hearst Corporation, licensee of WBAL·TV is a
facsimile of an original plus eleven copies of and Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration.

If any questions should arise during the course of your consideration of these comments, it
is respectfully requested that you communicate with this office.

Sincerely,

MJP:kws
Enclosures
clw()rdlhl:ilrstlwbllllwt\:6~S'TI

.,.,...,./.

/' k . P ak
The Hearst Corporation

cc: Leonard S. Joyce, Esquire (w/enc.)
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Before the

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION JUN 2 5 1997
Washington, D.C. 20554 1IIIIIl-.
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~._--.
In the Matter of

Advanced Television Systems
and Their Impact upon
Existing Television Broadcast
Service

To: The Commission

)
)
)
)
)
)

MM Docket No. 87-268

OPPOSITION TO PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION

The Hearst Corporation (Hearst), licensee of Television Station VffiAL-TV, Baltimore,

Maryland, by and through its undersigned counsel and pursuant to Section 1.106(g) of the

Commission's Rules, hereby submits this Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration. On June

13~ 1997, Sonshine Family TV Corp. (Sonshine), licensee of station WBPH-TV, BetWehem,

Pennsylvania filed a Petition for Partial Reconsideration of Sixth Repprt and Order in this

proceeding. In opposition to the petition for reconsideration, Hearst submits the following

comments.

In. AppendiH:e ofth~ mAti. RtllJUll WILl Qr<1eT, MlVl vocket NoJH-268, F.e.C. 97~115

(Released on April 21, 1997), the Conunission assigned Sonshine' 5 station \VBPH-TV the DTV

Channel 59, with an effective radiated power of 64.5 kilowatts and an antelU1.a height above

average terrain of284 meters. The Commission also assigned DTV Channe159 to Hearst's

station WBAL-TV. Sonshine contends that 64.5 kilowatts power assignment for station WBPH-

TV is too low and that there will be interference to station WBPH-TV from station WBAL-TV.

No. ofCopiesrec'd Od-~ l
U~;t j~I1CDE
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Sonshine petitions the Commission to either (1) assign \\!BAL-TV a different DTV Channel, or

(2) increase 'WBPH-TV's effective radiated power on Drv Channel 59 to 1SO kilowatts.

Hearst would not oppose an altemate DTV channel for WBAL-TV so long as the new

channel could provide improved coverage for WBAL-TV. ~ Engineering Statement of

Bernard R Segal, P.E. at p. 1 (June 23, 1997, copy attached as EX/libit A), Hearst would much

prefer an allotment in the core spectrum. rather than the out-of-core channe159 that it was allotted

for its Baltimore station. However, owing to the extreme congestion in the DTV allotment

proooa:) I1lo!\g til.:. ~a6kau oSt:ttbuard, the prospect at locating an alternate DTV channel allotment

for WBPH-TV probably has a greater chance for success than does fmding an alternate DTV

channel allotment for WBAL-TV. Segal Statement, p. 2.

Sonshine's request to increase WBPH-TV's DTV power to 150 kilowatts must be denied

because to grant the request would in.crease interference to WEAL-TV's DTV operation. The

studies discussed in Mr, Segal's engineering statement demonstrate that by increasing WBPH-

TV's power to 150 kilowatts, interference to VlBAL-TV would be increased by 68,000 persons

and 25,000 households in an area of 260 square kilometers.' Figure one, premised on WBPH~

TV operating at 64.5 kilowatts, shows the DTV interference to WBAL-TV affecting 88,000

households and 238,000 viewers. See Segal Statement, Interference Study, Figure 1. Figure 2,

premised on WBPH-TV operation at 150 kilowatts, shows the DTV interference to WBAL-TV

atiectmg 1 U,UOO households and 306,000 viewers. See Segal Statement, Interference Study,

1 TIle studies cited in Mr. Segal's statement were performed by the TelecoIDlnW1icatiolls
AJlalysis Services, a branch ofthe Institute for TelecommW1ications Sciences which, in turn, is a
part of the U.S. Department of Commerce.

2
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Figure 2. While it is axiomatic that the power increase proposed for WBPH-TV would increase

its coverage range, such a change in power would cause harmf'td interference to WBAL-TV

viewers.

In view ofthe foregoing, Hearst respectfully requests that the Commissioll deny

Sonshine's Petition for Partial Reconsideration of Sixth Report and Order.

Respectfully submitted,

June 24, 1997

Brooks, Pierce, McLendon.
Humphrey & Leonard. L.L.P.
Suite 1600
First Union Capitol Center
Raleigh, North Carolina 2760]
(919) 839-0300
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I, Karen W. Seibert, of the law fum of Brooks, Pierce, McLendon, Humphrey &
Leonard. L.L.P., hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Opposition to Petition for
Reconsideration was served on all parties by depositing said copy in the United States mail,
postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

Leonard S. Joyce, Esquire
Law Offices of Leonard S. Joyce
5335 Wisconsin Avenue
Suite 400
Washington, DC 20015

This the 25th day of June, 1997.

~ ./
~. j1.h..J JU.
KPen W. Seibert
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EXHIBIT A

Engineering Statement

Bernard R. Segal, P.E.

~008
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Bernardl R. Segal, P.E.
Consulting Engineer

WAshington, DC

141009

ORIGINAL

ENGINEERING STATEMENT
IN SUPPORT OF OPPOSITION TO

SONSHINE FAlVl1LY TV CORP.
PETITION FOR

PARTIAL RECONSIDERATION OF
SIXTH REPORT AND ORDER
MM DOCKET NUMBER 87-268

The instant engineering statement has been prepared on behalf of The

Hearst Corporation (Hearst), licensee of station WBAL·TV, Baltimore,

Maryland. This statement supports an opposition to the Petition for Partial

Reconsideration of the Sixth Report and Order in MM Docket Number 87-268

by Sonshine Family TV Corp. (Sonshine), licensee of station WBPH-TVl

Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. In its Petition, Sonshine urges the FCC to find an

alternate channel to channel 59 for DTV use for \VEAL-TV, or alternatively, to

change the replication power for WBPH·TV's DTV channel 59 to 150 kilowatts

from 64.5 kilowatts. Hearst opposes the latter Sonshine proposal.

The suggestion of an alternate allotment channel for WBAL-TV DTV

would be welcomed if the new channel could provide improved replication for the

station. Hearst would much prefer an in-core spectrum allotment than the

out-of-core channel 59 that was allotted. However, Hearst has accepted the
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Consult:i.ng Engineel'
W &shington, DC

141 010

Engineering Statement
WBAL-TV, Baltimore, Maryland

Page 2

realities of the replication process given the extreme congestion along the

eastern seaboard, and suggests that the prospect for an alternate channel

allotment for WBPH-TV has a greater chance for success than an alternate

channel allotment for WBAL-TV.

Insofar as the suggestion that the DTV allotment for WBPH·TV be

increased to 150 kilowatts, Hearst opposes that suggestion because of the

increased interference that will be caused to WBAL-TV's DTV operation.

Figure 1 is an interference study showing the WBAL·TV DTV channel' 59

coverage taking into account the current 64.5-kilowatt power level allotment for

WBPH-TV on channel 59. Figure 2 shows thp. rp.!"l1Jlt.~ of a ·similar study but for

WBPH-TV operating with 150 kilowatts. The interference to WBAL·TV would

be increased by 68,000 pel'sons in an area of 260 square kilometers, While it is

axiomatic that the power increase proposed for WBPH-TV would increase its

coverage range, such an improvement should not be to the detriment of 68,000

WBAL·TV viewers.

"
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Berna:t·J R. Segal, lP',E.
Consu~tin~ Engineer

Wasltill1gfcn, DC

llIUll

Engineering Statement
WBAL-TV) Baltimore, Maryland

Page 3

The studies of Figure 1 and Figure 2 were performed by

Telecommunications Analysis Services (TAB), a branch of the Institute for

Telecommunications Sciences (ITS) which, in tum, is part of the US Department

of Commerce. The TAS methodology uses the Longley-Rice prediction method

as implemented by the Irregular Terrain Model, Version 1.2.2. The results have

been clipped at the outer limit of the predicted Grade B contour just as for the

methodology employed by the FCC.

I doola.')!o under pel·U:l.lty of }ll;;'.Lju.J.y L1.LaL Lhl;l ful'tllSU1ng 1s true and

correct. Executed on June 24, 1997.

Bernard R. Segal, P.E.



INTERFERENCE STUDY·

Prepared for

lliE HEARST CORPORATION

Note: This study is premised on WBPH-TV
Bethlehem, PA. ON Ch. 59 operation with
64.5 KW /284 meters.
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Consulting Engineer

Signal to Interference ratIo

o No Interference
Area: 26970. SQ km
Pop.JIation: 6983000.
Households: 2586000.

- HOTV Interference
Area: 1150. SQ km
Population: 238000.
Households: 88000.

- NTSC Interference
Area: iBO. sq kin
Population: 62000.
HouseholdS: 21000.

~ Signal Delo'ol minlrnllR

WBAL-TV {ON)

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

CH 59 1000 KW 305 METERS

Bernard R. Segal, PE

* Computation based 011 ITS Irregular
Terrain Model for 50% confidence factor
with results clipped at the IImil of the
predicted Grade 8 contour.

15010050

JUNE 1997
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INTERFERENCE STUDY*

Prepared for

THE HEARST CORPORATION

Note: This study is premised on W6PH-lV
Bethlehem. PA, OTV Ch. 59 operation with
150 KW 1284 meters.

~

Gonsulting Engineer

Signal to I nterference ratio

o No Inte.-ference
Area: 26700. SQ I<.m
Populaticn 6914000.
l-IouseholClS: 2561.000.

- HDTV Interference
Area: 14iO. SQ Km
Populatim: 306000.
HousertolOs: 1.13000.

- NTSC Interference-
Area: i80. SQ kin
Populatioo: 62000,
Houset1o}os: 21000.

H SIgnal below minimum

WBAl-TV (DlV)

SALTIMORE, MARYLAND

CH 59 1000 KW 305 METERS

Bernard R. Segal. P.E.

,., Computation based Dn ITS Irregular
Terrain Model for 50% confidence factor
with results clipped at the limit of the
predicted Grade B contour.

JUNE 1997
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